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we get no factual, but merely a methodical solution. The real question of facts has not even been put, i.e. if it would be sufficient for understanding the changes of what we call nature to suppose a merely mechanical causality.
Let us note in passing, in section 9, iii. of the doctrine of " Antinomy," the proposition : " If all causality "in the world of appearance were merely nature . . .," and then turn to those parts of the Critique of Pure Reason which are the most important for us. They are entitled " The Possibility of causality through freedom, in conjunction with the general law of natural necessity," and " The explanation of *the cosmological idea of freedom in conjunction with the general necessity of nature."
We will not enter into a discussion of the Antinomy between freedom and necessity and its supposed solution. We only ask : does Kant regard his " necessity " as equivalent to a coherent and merely mechanical necessity, or not ?
Man has a faculty " which is no object of sensuous intuition," but which " nevertheless can be the cause of phenomena." This causality is in the first sense "intelligible," in the second " sensible" ; in this second sense, as we have already said, " its effect is seen in the phenomenon." It has the character of necessity whose law in any individual case must be found by experience. The intelligible, or " noumenon, begins to act in the world of sense spontaneously " : but this does not imply that " its effects in the world of sense begin spontaneously," for the intelligible is determined for its special way of acting on the world of sense by the same world.